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Final Rejection 
Response to Amendment 

1 . It is hereby acknowledged that the following papers have been received and 
placed on record in the file: Amendment as received on 11-12-2004. 

2. Claims 1-20 have been examined. 
Status of Claims: 

3. Claims 1 , 6, 1 1 , and 1 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Small et al., Patent #5,642,303, hereinafter Smalfand Fairchild et al., 
Patent #6,343,320, hereinafter Fairchild. ' 

4. Claims 2-5, 7-10, 12-15, and 17-20 have been canceled by the applicant. 

Claim Objections 

5. Claims 1 , 6, 1 1 , and 1 6 are objected to because of the following informalities: it 
is unclear what is meant by "comparing the address assigned to the network of the 
network address of the computer system with an address assigned to a network of the 
stored network address". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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7. Claims 1,6, 11, and 1 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Small et al., Patent #5,642,303, hereinafter Small and Fairchild et al., 
Patent #6,343,320, hereinafter Fairchild. 

8. With regard to claim 1, which teaches a method of using a desktop upon turning 
on a computer comprising the steps of: determining whether more than one desktop 
exist on the computer system, selecting one or the desktops to use if more than one 
exist, and using the selected desktop, Small teaches, in column 8, lines 56-59 and in 
column 6, lines 5-25, determining which tasks are available to be triggered based on the 
new location of a client, where the computers location can change the overall setup of 
the system, including implementing a different desktop, upon the determination of a 
location. With regard to claim 1, further teaching the selecting step including comparing 
a network address of the computer system with a stored network address and using the 
selected desktop if the two network addresses are the same, Small teaches, in column 
8, lines 44-48, the possibility of location determination being made with respect to the 
part of the network that the system is connected to, where location is compared with the 
particular desktops available, so that the appropriate desktop is displayed (see column 
6, lines 5-17), but doesn't specifically teach the use of network addresses in the 
comparison. Fairchild teaches, in column 2, lines 26-36 and column 1, lines 16-19, 
desktop management of devices on a network using beacons to determine connections, 
but further teaches, the desktop management system determining what part of the 
network it is connected to based on the network address of the device and the server 
address, where members of the same network group have a similar range of addresses 
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(see column 10, lines 5-24, column 3, lines 13-36, and column 3, line 58 through 
column 4, line 14) and enabling updating of the device information regardless of 
network changes (see column 4, lines 5-8). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Small and Fairchild before him at the 
time the invention was made to modify desktop customizing system of Small to include 
the use of network addresses for determining the connection as did Fairchild. One 
would have been motivated to make such a combination because Fairchild's system of 
determining which part of the network the user is connected to is an alternate means to 
Small's use of beacons to determine location, this form of using network addresses of 
devices is commonly used in network management (see column 1, lines 16-23 or 
Fairchild). 

9. With regard to claim 6, which teaches a computer program product method on a 
computer readable medium for using a desktop upon turning on a computer comprising 
the steps of: code means for determining whether more than one desktop exist on the 
computer system, selecting one or the desktops to use if more than one exist, and using 
the selected desktop, Small teaches, in column 8, lines 56-59 and in column 6, lines 5- 
25, determining which tasks are available to be triggered based on the new location of a 
client, where the computers location can change the overall setup of the system, 
including implementing a different desktop, upon the determination of a location. With 
regard to claim 6, further teaching code means for selecting on of the desktops to use if 
more than one exists, selecting including comparing a network address of the computer 
system with a stored network address and using the selected desktop if the two network 
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addresses are the same, Small teaches, in column 8, lines 44-48, the possibility of 
location determination being made with respect to the part of the network that the 
system is connected to, where location is compared with the particular desktops 
available, so that the appropriate desktop is displayed (see column 6, lines 5-17), but 
doesn't specifically teach the use of network addresses in the comparison. Fairchild 
teaches, in column 2, lines 26-36 and column 1, lines 16-19, desktop management of 
devices on a network using beacons to determine connections, but further teaches, the 
desktop management system determining what part of the network it is connected to 
based on the network address of the device and the server address, where members of 
the same network group have a similar range of addresses (see column 10, lines 5-24, 
column 3, lines 13-36, and column 3, line 58 through column 4, line 14) and enabling 
updating of the device information regardless of network changes (see column 4, lines 
5-8). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings 
of Small and Fairchild before him at the time the invention was made to modify desktop 
customizing system of Small to include the use of network addresses for determining 
the connection as did Fairchild. One would have been motivated to make such a 
combination because Fairchild's system of determining which part of the network the 
user is connected to is an alternate means to Small's use of beacons to determine 
location, this form of using network addresses of devices is commonly used in network 
management (see column 1, lines 16-23 or Fairchild). 

10. With regard to claim 1 1 , which teaches an apparatus for using a desktop upon 
turning on a computer comprising: means for determining whether more than one 
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desktop exist on the computer system, selecting one or the desktops to use if more than 
one exist, and using the selected desktop, Small teaches, in column 8, lines 56-59 and 
in column 6, lines 5-25, determining which tasks are available to be triggered based on 
the new location of a client, where the computers location can change the overall setup 
of the system, including implementing a different desktop, upon the determination of a 
location. With regard to claim 1 1 , further teaching the selecting means including means 
for comparing a network address of the computer system with a stored network address 
and using the selected desktop if the two network addresses are the same, Small 
teaches, in column 8, lines 44-48, the possibility of location determination being made 
with respect to the part of the network that the system is connected to, where location is 
compared with the particular desktops available, so that the appropriate desktop is 
displayed (see column 6, lines 5-17), but doesn't specifically teach the use of network 
addresses in the comparison. Fairchild teaches, in column 2, lines 26-36 and column 1, 
lines 16-19, desktop management of devices on a network using beacons to determine 
connections, but further teaches, the desktop management system determining what 
part of the network it is connected to based on the network address of the device and 
the server address, where members of the same network group have a similar range of 
addresses (see column 10, lines 5-24, column 3, lines 13-36, and column 3, line 58 
through column 4, line 14) and enabling updating of the device information regardless of 
network changes (see column 4, lines 5-8). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Small and Fairchild before him at the 
time the invention was made to modify desktop customizing system of Small to include 
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the use of network addresses for determining the connection as did Fairchild. One 
would have been motivated to make such a combination because Fairchild's system of 
determining which part of the network the user is connected to is an alternate means to 
Small's use of beacons to determine location, this form of using network addresses of 
devices is commonly used in network management (see column 1, lines 16-23 or 
Fairchild). 

1 1 . With regard to claim 16, which teaches a computer system for using a desktop 
upon turning on a computer comprising: at least one memory device, and at least one 
processor, Small teaches, in column 3, lines 35-64, a processor and memory device for 
implementing the system. With regard to claim 16, determining whether more than one 
desktop exist on the computer system, selecting one or the desktops to use if more than 
one exist, and using the selected desktop, Small teaches, in column 8, lines 56-59 and 
in column 6, lines 5-25, determining which tasks are available to be triggered based on 
the new location of a client, where the computers location can change the overall setup 
of the system, including implementing a different desktop, upon the determination of a 
location. With regard to claim 16, further teaching the selecting step including 
comparing a network address of the computer system with a stored network address 
and using the selected desktop if the two network addresses are the same, Small 
teaches, in column 8, lines 44-48, the possibility of location determination being made 
with respect to the part of the network that the system is connected to, where location is 
compared with the particular desktops available, so that the appropriate desktop is 
displayed (see column 6, lines 5-17), but doesn't specifically teach the use of network 
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addresses in the comparison. Fairchild teaches, in column 2, lines 26-36 and column 1, 
lines 16-19, desktop management of devices on a network using beacons to determine 
connections, but further teaches, the desktop management system determining what 
part of the network it is connected to based on the network address of the device and 
the server address, where members of the same network group have a similar range of 
addresses (see column 10, lines 5-24, column 3, lines 13-36, and column 3, line 58 
through column 4, line 14) and enabling updating of the device information regardless of 
network changes (see column 4, lines 5-8). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Small and Fairchild before him at the 
time the invention was made to modify desktop customizing system of Small to include 
the use of network addresses for determining the connection as did Fairchild. One 
would have been motivated to make such a combination because Fairchild's system of 
determining which part of the network the user is connected to is an alternate means to 
Small's use of beacons to determine location, this form of using network addresses of 
devices is commonly used in network management (see column 1, lines 16-23 or 
Fairchild). 

Response to Arguments 

12. The arguments filed on 11-12-2004 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Reasons set forth below. 

13. The applicants' argue that Small doesn't teach determining if more that one 
desktop exist on a computer system. 
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14. In response, the examiner respectfully submits that Small teaches, in column 6, 
lines 6-17, acknowledging more than one desktop on a computer, and from the plurality 
of different desktops, selecting one for use based on the network connection. In order to 
select between a plurality of desktops, there must be a determination that they exist. 

15. The applicants' argue that Small doesn't teach comparing the address assigned 
to a network of the network address of the computer system with the address assigned 
to a network of a stored network address and using the selected desktop if the two 
addresses are the same. 

1 6. In response, the examiner respectfully submits that the Applicant's arguments 
with respect to claims 1,6, 11, and 1 6 have been considered but are moot in view of the 
new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

17. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

1 8. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

1 9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dennis G. Bonshock whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4047. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 6:30 a.m. - 4:00 
p.m. 

20. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cabeca can be reached on (571) 272-4048. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

21 . Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). p .» 
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